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points of the Agreement, along with a para-
graph-by-paragraph explanation of the provi-
sions of the principal agreement and the re-
lated administrative arrangement. Annexed
to this report is the report required by sec-
tion 233(e)(1) of the Social Security Act, a
report on the effect of the Agreement on in-
come and expenditures of the U.S. Social Se-
curity program and the number of individuals
affected by the Agreement. The Department
of State and the Social Security Administra-
tion have recommended the Agreement and
related documents to me.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
May 22, 2000.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the South Korea-
United States Agreement on Social
Security With Documentation

May 22, 2000

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 233(e)(1) of the Social
Security Act, as amended by the Social Secu-
rity Amendments of 1977 (Public Law 95—
216, 42 U.S.C. 433(e)(1)) (the “Act”), I trans-
mit herewith the Agreement Between the
United States of America and the Republic
of Korea on Social Security, which consists
of two separate instruments: a principal
agreement and an administrative arrange-
ment. The Agreement was signed at Wash-
ington on March 13, 2000.

The United States-Korean Agreement is
similar in objective to the social security
agreements already in force with Austria,
Belgium, Canada, Finland, France, Ger-
many, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg,
the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, and the United King-
dom. Such bilateral agreements provide for
limited coordination between the United
States and foreign social security systems to
eliminate dual social security coverage and
taxation and to help prevent the loss of ben-
efit protection that can occur when workers
divide their careers between two countries.
The United States-Korean Agreement con-
tains all provisions mandated by section 233
and other provisions that I deem appropriate
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to carry out the purposes of section 233, pur-
suant to section 233(c)(4) of the Act.

I also transmit for the information of the
Congress a report prepared by the Social Se-
curity Administration explaining the key
points of the Agreement, along with a para-
graph-by-paragraph explanation of the provi-
sions of the principal agreement and the re-
lated administrative arrangement. Annexed
to this report is the report required by sec-
tion 233(e)(1) of the Social Security Act, a
report on the effect of the Agreement on in-
come and expenditures of the U.S. Social Se-
curity program and the number of individuals
affected by the Agreement. The Department
of State and the Social Security Administra-
tion have recommended the Agreement and
related documents to me.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
May 22, 2000.

Interview With Tom Brokaw
of NBC’s “Nightly News”

May 22, 2000

Permanent Normal Trade Relations With
China

Myr. Brokaw. Now to the President of the
United States, live from the Roosevelt Room
at the White House. Mr. President, good
evening. Thank you for being with us.

You need 218 votes in the House. How
many do you have firm tonight?

The President. 1 don’t know, Tom, we're
getting close. I'm not sure I agree with Lisa.
I don’t know that we're confident, but we’re
working hard. And I think that the message
is getting there because everyone knows, first
of all, economically, China gets no new ac-
cess to our markets, and we get vast new ac-
cess to their markets. This is not like a normal
trade agreement. This is more like a mem-
bership deal. They get in the World Trade
Organization, and we get great new access
to their markets.

And secondly, I think all these people who
care about human rights in China coming out
for the agreement because it will move China
closer to the rule of law and closer to free-
dom—the dissidents in China, the new lead-
er of Taiwan, the Hong Kong democracy
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leader, Martin Lee, the Dalai Lama even—
all these people saying that this will advance
the cause of human rights and personal free-
dom and the rule of law, and the fact that
it’s clearly in our national security interests.
I think these things are helping us. And so
I'm optimistic. But boy, we've got a lot of
work to do. It’s not done yet.

Mr. Brokaw. Mr. President, Wei
Jingsheng, who is a leading dissident, is vio-
lently opposed to this trade deal. Let me read
to you from the 1999 State Department re-
port on human rights in China: “The Govern-
ment’s poor human rights record deterio-
rated markedly throughout the year as the
Government intensified its efforts to sup-
press dissent. By year’s end, almost all the
key leaders of the China Democracy Party
were serving long prison terms or were in
custody without formal charges.”

We're not going to be hearing those voices
in this debate.

The President. Well, we have also taken
the lead in trying to call attention to China’s
human rights abuses in the proper inter-
national forum. But I think it's quite inter-
esting that you have people who have been
persecuted in China or someone like Martin
Lee, who can’t even go to China from Hong
Kong because he’s for democracy, saying that
the only way to get China into a system that
observes the rule of law more and protects
human rights more and has more liberty is
to have this kind of strategic engagement and
put China in a system where they will ob-
serve the rule of law.

And there are dissidents, of course, who
don’t think it should be done, but I think
it'’s really important to know that in China
the main people who don’t want this to pass
are the ultra-conservative Communists in the
military and those who run the state-owned
industries, who know that if we give them
the back of our hand, then they can use that
as a way of saying, “Okay, America’s going
to be our enemy now, so we’re going to main-
tain our control over the military, our control
over the businesses, our control over the peo-
ple more.”

I think it’s quite interesting that in China,
the people who want us to vote against this
are the—basically the more reactionary
Communist elements who would like to have
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America as an enemy for a long time to come.
I think if you—all the press reports coming
out of China show that it is the reformers,
the people who genuinely want to change
China, who want to get into the WTO, and
who want to have a constructive long-term
working relationship with the United States.

So I'm doing this because, yes, it’s clearly
good for America economically but also be-
cause we fought three wars in Asia in the
last 50 years, and I want to give our children
a chance to have a constructive relationship
with China, give China a chance to evolve
toward more democracy. Is it guaranteed?
Of course not

Myr. Brokaw. Mr. President

The President. but it’s far more likely
if we do this.

Myr. Brokaw. Mr. President, the Interfaith
Alliance that has been advising Congress and
the White House on matters of religion has
also come out against it. But one of the peo-
ple who says that he’s going to vote for the
China trade bill is a New York Congressman
by the name of Rick Lazio. Does he strike
you as a pretty enlightened public servant?

The President. Well, I agree with him on
this, and I'm glad he’s going to vote for it.

New York Senatorial Election

Mr. Brokaw. Do you think that Mrs.
Clinton is going to have a much tougher race
against Rick Lazio than she might have
against Mayor Giuliani?

The President. Oh, I don’t know. I think
Mayor Giuliani was a very formidable can-
didate because of his service as mayor, be-
cause of the big drop in crime in New York,
and because he agreed with us on so many
other issues. He supported my initiative to
put 100,000 police on the street and on many
other things.

So I think that—you know, I think it’s a
hard race regardless. But I like her chances
because I think the people of New York will
like her more and more as the days go by
and because they agree with her on the
issues. And I look forward to voting for her.

Arkansas Disbarment Proceeding

Mr. Brokaw. Mr. President, in your home
State of Arkansas tonight a panel for the Ar-
kansas Supreme Court has recommended
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that you be disbarred. Your lawyer has al-
ready said that you will appeal, that it’s un-
precedented. Will you personally take part
in that appeal and appear in Arkansas to
argue your case?

The President. No. No, I promised my-
self, and I promised the American people
when all the proceedings were over in Con-
gress, that I would take no further personal
part. And I knew when the timetable for this
was moved up that I'd always be at a severe
disadvantage because I will not personally in-
volve myself in any of this until I'm no longer
President. It’s not right.

The only reason I agreed even to appeal
it is that my lawyers looked at all the prece-
dents, and they said, “There’s no way in the
world, if they just treat you like everybody
else has been treated, that this is even close
to that kind of case.” So the precedents con-
tradict this decision, and ultimately the deci-
sion has to be made by a judge. And so we're
going to give the judge a chance to do what
we believe is right, and I think that’s the right
thing to do.

Myr. Brokaw. But Mr. President, this
comes in a State where you were the attorney
general, where you taught law. You've now
been held in contempt of court by a Federal
judge in that State, and you've been rec-
ommended for disbarment. With all due re-
spect, this is a stain on your record well out-
side the political arena, isn’t it?

The President. Well, when I'm not Presi-
dent anymore, I'll be happy to defend myself.
And there is certainly another side to both
those things you mentioned, and I'll be happy
to talk about it. But the main thing I want
to say tonight is the only reason I agreed even
to have papers filed, since I'm not going to
defend myself while I'm President, is that
there are clear precedents where more sig-
nificant kinds of conduct—even if you as-
sume what the judge says is right, which I
strongly disagree with—that led to nowhere
near this kind of decision. This decision con-
tradicts all the cases on point that the com-
mittee has ever decided in the past. And so
we’'ll let a judge decide whether it’s right or
wrong.

NotE: The interview began at 6:30 p.m. in Roo-
sevelt Room at the White House and was broad-
cast live. In his remarks, the President referred
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to Lisa Myers, national correspondent, NBC
News; President Chen Shui-bian of Taiwan; Hong
Kong Democratic Party Chair Martin Lee; and
Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani of New York City.

Remarks at a State Dinner Honoring
President Mbeki

May 22, 2000

Ladies and gentlemen, welcome to the
White House. And let me say a special word
of welcome to President and Mrs. Mbeki and
the South African delegation.

In 1966 Robert Kennedy began a famous
speech to the students at Cape Town by de-
scribing his deep interest in a land settled
by the Dutch in the mid 17th century, then
taken over by the British before finally be-
coming independent, a land with com-
plicated and cruel racial problems dating
back centuries, a land of untamed frontiers
alongside a proud history of entrepreneurial
achievement. He said, “I refer, of course, to
the United States of America.” [Laughter]

Obviously, in 1966, and in 2000, a great
deal unites South Africa and the United
States. We share a fundamental sense, dating
back to our earliest struggles, continuing
through our most recent ones, that nation-
hood is more than an inheritance; it is a living
gift to be protected, defended, and redefined
every day.

Few nations have worked harder at nation-
hood or achieved more impressive results
than South Africa. Few leaders have given
more of themselves to the struggle than
Thabo Mbeki. His mother says that even
when he was a small child, he used to get
terribly excited whenever news broadcasts
came over the radio If only we could rep-
licate that today. [Laughter]

When his father was in prison, alongside
Nelson Mandela, in the early 1960’s, Thabo
Mbeki carried on the struggle from England.
At the tender age of 21, he delivered a pow-
erful appeal for his father’s life in which he
mentioned, as an aside, the fact that his fa-
ther’s birthday was the Fourth of July, 1910.
Even though the United States was not ex-
actly supporting the ANC in 1964, he saw
that day, nevertheless, as a symbol of free-
dom and all the more reason his father



